April 8. 1992 
Dear Harold; 



Attached is a prospectus which describes a project I am working on here at the 
University of Virginia, for a graduate seminar called the “History of The Press in 
America." (I am also nursing the possibility of eventuaUy expanding this paper into a 
Master’s Thesis project). 

Es.sentially, the project involves first researching press coverage of JFK's 
assassination by the mainstream American press, specifically during the ten-day 
period immediately following his assassination: and then, in analyzing this material, 
with the goal of determining whether or not, during that most critical, initial period, 
the press may have — whether “innocently," or perhaps even “Villfully" in some 
cases — failed to responsibly report to the American people about critical, seminal 
evidence of conspiracy in the assassination of their president. 

I would therefore very much appreciate your, questions: comments: criticisms: 
accolades: suggestions: additional source leads: new or improved line.s of reasoning, 
or ways of more effectively arguing this issue out: or anything else you can think of 
which may lend to my effort. (If anything you provide warrants a quotation, or other 
citation in the paper, I will certainly do so). 

I know that writing back is sometimes a pain, so certainly your responding b>' 
phone is as welcome as your written response, including collect calls — although 
when Tm out. I’d really appreciate your leaving a message on my answering machine 
(which, unfortunately, can’t be done when calling collect). 

Thanks so much for your help, 



804/296-3017 



With best regards. 




Fred DeViimey 



LeSLa-cJl. 








Projecr Prospecrus 

My paper will examine both newspaper and news magazine coverage of the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy during the fen day period immediately 
following his assassination — that is, from November 22, until November 31, 
1963 — ^with an exclusive focus on the criminal investigation, or “whodunit?" aspects 
of that coverage. (Television and radio reporting are beyond the scope of this paper, 
but they obviously offer fertile ground for a future study). 

First, I will examine The New York Times and The WashtngtonPost—ihei is, the tv'o 
main “flagship" newspapers which, by virtue of their reputation and power, set the 
agenda for the rest of the newspaper industry in terms of legitimizing or 
delegitimizing certain news stories, issues or questions. For purposes of comparison 
and analysis, I will then examine certain other news stories, including stories drawn 
from both “average" newspapers, as well as from the AP and UPI newswires. (These 
will consist primarily of news stories which I initially found referenced in various 
other documents or texts which were also researched for this project). 

I will then examine the first one or two Issues (immediately after the assassination) 
of the following news magazines: Time, Life, Newsweek, and U.S. News& World 
Report — that is, the “flagship" news magazines in the U.S., which also serve, along 
with the Times and the Post, to set the “legitimate" agenda for the rest of the U.S. 
print media. For comparative purposes, I will then examine the initial ten-day’s 
coverage — ^that is, also the first one or two issues immediately following the 
assassination — in such “alternative" news magazines as: The Nalioncd Review, The 
New Republic and The Nation, along with three media trade magazines. The Reporter, 
Editor & Publisher, and The Columbia Journalism Review. 

A number of other texts and sotirces which deal directly with the assassination, 
and/or with press reporting on the assassination (ex: the March 31, 1992 edition of 
The Village Voice), will also be used; and my citations may also include official 
government statements or documents (ex: Dallas Police Department press 






conference statements), U/'^ 

The specific purpose oi* this *primary-source* research is to attempt to identify 
whether or not there were credible news stories, and/or other evidence, issues or 
broader questions which pointed towards the possibility of a conspiracy right from 
the very beginning. If so — ^and at this point I have reason to suspect that this may be 
the case— I will then address the question of whether or not the previously- 
identified, mainstream media gave proper credence to such stories, and/or whether 
or not they aptly identified critical, salient issues, or raised valid, broader questions, 
for consideration by the American public. If they did not, I will then attempt to 
identify the rcason(s) why this might have been so by exploring such questions as: 

• Vfes the “evidence" too skimpy, or the sources too marginal, for such 
stories to have warranted accurate coverage as legitimate public 
information? 

• To what extent might the press’ professional commitment to the 
concept of objectivity, and/or their all-but-exclusive reliance upon 
official government sources for specific information about the crime, 
have blinded them to any such evidence? 

• And, as a recent Village Voice article persuasively argues, does the 
evidence possibly even suggest that there was actual complicity between 
the mainstream press and the government — especially the CIA and the 
FBI — to willfully ignore or obfuscate substantial and primary evidence of 
conspiracy? 

The question of a possible conspiracy in the JFK assassination has lingered in our 
collective American consciousness for almost 30 years. Until now, I had believed — as 
do most people who have studied the assassination — ^that any conspiratorial evidence 
was uncovered only long after the assassination; or, at the very least, only sometime 
after the release of the Warren Commission Report in September of 1964. That is, 1 
believed that any such evidence was neither immediately, nor readily apparent — but 
that it was tediously ferreted out much later by independent assassination 
researchers. However, my preliminary research for this paper indicates that there 
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may well have been substanrial evidence for conspiracy ri ght from the bej>innln^ : but 
that the mainstream American press somehow, whether unintentionally or 
intentionally — perhaps even out of some warped sense of commitment to the new 
powers-that-be, or to the set of “enduring values’ that are so highly honored by the 
press — failed to convey this absolutely vital information to their supposed 
constituency, the American people. 

Therefore, my thesis statement will likely read something like this: the 
mainstream American press, led by The New York Times, The Washington Post and the 
four major, mainstream American news magazines, failed miserably from the very 
first day of JFK’s assassination, to investigate, report, or make accurate and insightful 
editorial comment about the substantial, primary evidence of conspiracy in the 
murder — which evidence was clearly apparent, right from the very beginning. As a 
result of their failure, the “crime of the century“ remains substantially 
iminvestigated, even until today. 

Whether they did so wittingly or unwittingly, their failure represents a betrayal of 
monumental proportions to their "prime directive," which is to protect the 
democracy and freedom of all Americans. Furthermore, it raises the critical 
question as to whether or not our “watchdog" press could be trusted ever since to 
“guard" the interests of the American people — especially in times of great national 
crisis, such as Vietnam, further political assassinations, Watergate, Iran-Contra, and 
the Persian Gulf War. 

Not to mention their coverage of assassination researchers, and their research 
findings, over the past 28 years! 









